
Before  t h e  Board of Zoning Adjus tment ,  D . C .  

PUBLIC HEARING - March 1 9 ,  1969 

Appeal No. 9944 James Clay ton  Ridgway, a p p e l l a n t .  

THE Z O N I N G  ADMINISTRATOR O F  THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,  a p p e l l e e .  

On mot ion  d u l y  made, seconded and unanimously c a r r i e d ,  
t h e  f o l l o w i n g  Order of t h e  Board was e n t e r e d  a t  t h e  mee t ing  on 
March 25, 1969.  

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER - A p r i l  22, 1969 

ORDERED : 

Tha t  t h e  a p p e a l  f o r  v a r i a n c e  from t h e  p r o v i s i o n s  of S e c t i o n  
7502 t o  p e r m i t  swimming p o o l  i n  f r o n t  of d w e l l i n g  a t  2128 Cathe-  
d r a l  Avenue, NW.,  Lot  838, Square  2205, b e  g r a n t e d .  

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

1. The s u b j e c t  p r o p e r t y  i s  l o c a t e d  i n  a n  R-4 D i s t r i c t .  

2 .  The p r o p e r t y  h a s  a f r o n t a g e  o f  42.59 f e e t  on C a t h e d r a l  
Avenue and c o n t a i n s  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  2,248 s q u a r e  f e e t .  

3 .  A p p e l l a n t  p r o p o s e s  t o  c o n s t r u c t  a swimming p o o l  i n  con- 
n e c t i o n  w i t h  a s i n g l e - f a m i l y  r e s i d e n c e  p r e s e n t l y  under  c o n s t r u c -  
t i o n .  

4 .  The proposed s i t e  o f  t h e  swimming p o o l  i s  i n  t h e  f r o n t  
y a r d  of t h e  d w e l l i n g .  

5.  T h i s  l o c a t i o n  p r o v i d e s  more p r i v a c y  f o r  t h e  p o o l  and 
f o r  n e i g h b o r s  i n  t h a t  i t  f a c e s  Rock Creek P a r k .  

6 .  A p p e l l a n t  a l l e g e s  t h a t  t h e  h a r d s h i p  i s  t h e  same as i n  
BZA Appeal  No. 8977 i n  which t h i s  Board g r a n t e d  a v a r i a n c e  of  
t h e  r e a r  y a r d  r e q u i r e m e n t s ,  and BZA Appeal No. 9554 i n  which a 
v a r i a n c e  was g r a n t e d  f o r  t h e  wa ive r  of one o f f - s t r e e t  p a r k i n g  
s p a c e .  

7 .  A p p e l l a n t  con tends  t h a t  t h e  f a c t s  r emain  unchanged. 
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O P I N I O N  : 

We a r e  of t h e  op in ion  t h a t  t h e  a p p e l l a n t  ha s  proven a 
h a r d s h i p  w i t h i n  t h e  meaning of t h e  v a r i a n c e  c l a u s e  of t h e  
Zoning Regu l a t i ons .  We i n c o r p o r a t e  t h e  f a c t s  con t a ined  i n  
BZA Orders  No. 8977 and 9554. It i s  concluded t h a t  t h e  
f a c t s  remain as t hey  were on t h e  d a t e s  of t h e  p r ev ious  
Orders  and t h a t  t h e  g r a n t i n g  of  t h i s  p r e s e n t  a p p e a l  i s  con- 
s i s t e n t  w i t h  such p r ev ious  Orders .  

BY ORDER OF THE D . C .  BOARD OF Z O N I N G  ADJUSTMENT 

ATTESTED : 

S e c r e t a r y  of t h e  Board 

THAT THE ORDER OF THE BOARD I S  VALID FOR A PERIOD OF SIX 
MONTHS ONLY UNLESS APPLICATION FOR A BUILDING AND/OR OCCUPANCY 
PERMIT I S  FILED WITH THE DIRECTOR OF INSPECTIONS WITHIN A 
PERIOD OF SIX MONTHS AFTER THE EFFECTIVE DATE OF THIS ORDER. 


